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(1) $#F 17 AU BIECBT DITBERO [AFRE] ORFSAR (1) (2) (3 - 58)
HIAIFZE93%:(9), 94-112, (11), 82-95, [R94%:(3). 99-118, (2017-20184F)
Z 2 CRIEIZ SN2 DIFMBAKOFNIEOT-DIZHANEHFZDEFRTHY, AN
MREICT 5 THETHEARRE) ICoRB 50005, LLEZ THbhAMIED
T T A AV NI L ETMEHF RO T, EIEHFTOFIEREOTE L LT
Dstanding & ITEEOERITAR, EFHITZO [H5TFHENPITLTWDONH L
DIED, THEOREIRN OEHIFT 2 T D O8G0 (TERHENZ I T 5 5lEREDR
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Massachusetts v. EPA% OM O HFRHEO . (JRi%)

72D ThHAHN, sEMBELE Lo THFT AT L LT, #MEFE VD
ReRIAFAEND N D,

RN S BUBRIC BRI L CHBUN 2 7F 2 2 2 L2 2104 T
WA TWD, TAYIEITBNT, F#INASEFREF O1T 2 O ik 2 4 9
TeDITHFRT 2 FEIL, <D BN DD E DR Tl TR
VY, B ZIEF S ERICB O T OO B Z D IERMEE o722 L B dH
%@, 19204ERIZ1E, Massachusetts v. MellonlZ#\ T, N ITHEFREL
FIZKF L Cparens patriaell 55\ T, HROFS % R#ET 5 72O HFR
952 EIXEMEHANCEEINZ LY, FHIZENTHLEENH -
72W, Lo LI, M OSEFBUR 2 M FICHFT 5 2 E X -0 TH
s

JAFID Z <, @E, EFREAHETZ AT 2I120E, #EER RO
case & controversy DIAKIRDOEFEE L TORY T 4 7 OFEME, T2
B, THEOHIEE] (njury in fact) 255 D174 & REEZERH Y
(traceability), HRRIZ I > TRF LD 5D TH 5 (redressability) &
5 ZOOEM R TLENRH D O, 2 L THES OFENIC X 5 BB &
W & T 2RRAAOENNE, Massachusetts v. EPAIZISNT, 2 OHWHZ &
720, FEINCH LT TRRIOEE) 25252 L 2RO ERRER

HIZE > TIREMICEECTH D L E 2 T 508 (Joseph Story, Commentaries on
the Conflicts of Laws, (6th ed., 1865) §600), LA N CIEZZ kb7 % Bk
FEOiEim b LiFonsd,

(2) Georgia v. Stanton, 73 U. S 50 (1868). Mo #,*ﬂa#l B L TV D DI
B A EERIE TS 5 Z LN OF LA BICR LiEE TH D E TR L, BZ/“
MEOEHIC LV HT & hf:)o BIR D& D %Thbi, [EFERORIZE) A BRL
EHERETHDLZ EILRD,

(3) Massachusetts v. Mellon, 262 U.S. 447 (1923).

(4) Ann Woolhandler & Michael G. Collins, State Standing, 81 Vir. L. Rev. 387
(1995), at 467-468. MOMMIHFNRBIT DAL VT 4 T E# VW BE D (%
ORI EE I H b b ) ST L SNImLTH D,

(5) Allen v. Wright, 468 U.S. 737 (1984), at 751.

(6) Massachusetts v. EPA, 549 U.S. 497 (2007), at 520.
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JFKTHD D, Zh&BUaMaIOEmE Y & &S RICNBIFFIZHEF L T
%o ZLT, ZHUCT TR, @MIHFNRERREENERT DAY
YU a ATOWTHEHET OB TV D,

29 Lk e, 7 A U IECIEGEEN O RS ks O HIWsH A, 2 L
TATRE L CREM D HFRIS R L CTEZEHRIE A ¥ % 7 3 & (“national
injunction” &7 “universal injunction” & 2 MEEIL D) 234 LT D
7, LWV REICHELAEE - TN D,

FTTIZAATHT A U B OMBIFOHFFREKIZONT, W< D0 DRES
BV, DI Thparens patriaelZ S HFFNFEREZEH T L ED
na®, SEREOT A VBT HimEIE, WhRAFRRICES AL T
AT inE NS OEEFE ETRSLT T, THEEHERFIR )
(quasi-sovereign interest) D & TR 2 Z LN RMNIZ/R > T D
EoTHD 2L, EFIT, ELRFAOBRIZX, parens patriae®
RAEHWD) . MIZNBUR A X T ¢ v 7 OIEREE T DFIRIE, MER
Fllik (proprietary interest) & FAERUFILE (sovereign interest) Th %, =
O LIcRIEEBn i (R oRE] IZET 200, The bt LAIMIT
WHOFELY AT EA D OPRiEimO T & 725 (EFHEA Y
Yo7 v a rORBEORKRFNE, MHEZH L), ZhbO&ERIZHNT
IHEBE AR QIS T2 BN T A MEICHL A TENRD THA D,

(1) Tara Leigh Grove, Some Puzzles of State Standing, 94 Notre Dam L. Rev.
1883(2019), at 1884 fn.5.

(8) BIZIXEFEIC T ALFEROFRRR) [ITBOEPITY AT A0 E#ER] (3
F, 2011) 189ELITF[#IH1991], fRERM T [7 AV HD/RL R - 28K 5k
BT 5 BRREIEOREN D | 3L EALE 7525 (2010) 291 EHS, i)
SRERSC S ATEERENFISIC B W TR T 2 HkIC &S BT 2 b OREZ N, 72k,
INOHFFRER L IZXBI SN A 6D L LT, MEY FTOL-Uro HiRED HFFHEDR
ERHY, ZHLLHMNOREDE LCOABKRE VI BLEEZTRT D &0 ) R
FEZRELAICEY LA TE T2, ZHUCHOWTIE, $EHET (7 AU BICBI 51
FESFOHFRER © MEHFTERZ T30 & LT #5)111E%36% 1 5 (2003)
121 - 227TE % 2,

(9) W EROEFRTIE BDEMWRNRE SR (TS T 5, 28, 1 b THEESRO
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0 MNORZ T4 72T 5 Massachusetts v. EPA (ZE 3
* CTOREHR

AFaTIEH L £ T, Massachusetts v. EPAL F D% 0ikm%E L0 k<
BURT H7- L WO BLEND, R E BiE T 5 72 DI ER/ NRED
O UEIPIR 2B bR E 2B LWTE& 720,

1. BAERIFIZE
WMPERIRIZRICOWTIE, B HINOBIEHIFTIZ 31T 5 HEFHEN TR
5N TW5, Pennsylvania v. Wheeling & Belmont Bridge Co. 19 %7
JIBITICx T 2 EICRT 2 FRWTH LA, INEIAMEE 725772
DEIIHIFTICRFHIAEND Z L Llpole, XUV T 7 =TINR, A
AF)NZHFET DL O LT, ALFEEL LTOIRE - EWiE¥EE21T
W, ZOFETENA FNNOHATIZH > TV, —F, #ESEE, 4
AANERETDEZADT 77—V =T IEHES LT, WM EZRIT =,
oI 5L, RIMIZOBE @B 20NKNEEL o7zl 0lz, <
NG 7 =T MORLEETH D REELEEIIK L CEEELEXHZ L &
pole, 2T, RUVAT 7 =TINR, ZOBR=a—F U ATHDE
FIRLT, ZOEESMHIC, BOERESLDD L L BITRAIZITIA VY
Y va vk, EREEHEOR - FEIERICHTAT,

BIEERIT, EESN TN ETS, MEHHMERIZHESWT, F T
FIMOHATIZONT, HATZFFSNDMITH L TIAM B A2 h 2, fifi
BHEERT 72 EOMRBIMEIRZFTE L CE 722 &0, NI EDAGRIC L
STHATOABZED TNDLNE, ZHICHT AEIX= 2 — 2 R Tk

NEE Eodgan) ] (F2ER, 2017)29H,
(10) 54 U.S. (13 How.) 518 (1851) (Hereinafter Wheeling & Belmont).
1) BbHHMMARERCONRTY v« =a— L RS T HRITH B,
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%, Lik~p02]

ZLTC, Ny =7 ML, Ao ANOHATOHEBAEL LT
LIZEY, AHFENOOFEENKTLIZE W IFREOWERERTLTND
no, K#ﬁﬂ_owf M EARFEIZIE SO THFFL TV DD TiE7R <

T, MEZORIZRIZE > TAEFLROEHEO Y FEHE LFEOLNLDL L SN
7= <13)O

(12) ZOFERTIE, fme LT, LRoAEREEC %Té%i%fbt:&’;b
PAEE ISR UEL LT, ERAZ VT o4 U TROBAED DTN SN D il 2
{ZWoolhandler & Collins, Fi#§it4, at 433), Lo L *0)4:! BT 54 R0
YRHZFBWTIE, FREICH -T2 b s, &ma@% 7y =Y =TI
BlZoWTHESLTREL TR Y, T, HIMHESIEZO)IOMITIZONT,
WP DAT AN = 2 —H LV RTH T 0% ED HIEREZHIE L CWinoiz, 20
RIREDFE LT 2 &1 Taney SO & L & McLeaniBEE L & OERZOL D LY
R, WRIZLT, ZORRITBWTHEARAFTS, N7V v - ma—t AT
WCOBTEMEZ AT 572018, AA A)NZBET 5L L L COWERE 72
EWRTEDLD, IZONTORD ENEZLTNDLZ ENLERND, DY, _@$%
OARBL, N7V w7« ma—H RIS P 7 v a U EINDORDIT)
U CHEABHATIIEE CE 2 0on— MHlEa T - n—ER20nIC %ﬁﬁb%
T—LWIHbDEoT, FLT, AFEMIT, HHERSD, MM EEREGHERIC
HANT, INAANORENETHENTED, LI ZEEBHELTHDED
D, FEIZIIT S O HHEEE RICED b TRV L, A A ) Of
TOBREZEDDLFH yx—MET 7y —V=TMEOBOHEL, ERILEOLER
OHNLZH L TWD DI TEARy, Ll Tna, Zihl iﬂf((ﬁﬁi‘ﬁ , Zh
F CTOMFHRROIMNEEEPGIZBET DHERITHED S, MEE=Ey - =% L9
2T, ZOFFADOEFEHEORIL L 72 Heause of action® FEFAINEM & HEFH L TV
Do

(13) 22T, EERIE, XUy =T NORREORERH -T2 %D 5T,
[FTARX—=} « =a—H R D| Lk TWD (Wheeling & Belmont, at
564.) 7%, I ZTIH < EFTARFEDONMETIZLDMADWD 20T, FT~—
b+ == REHERT D LRI FEEFE IRV, ARIENT Y v s s =2
FURIZBNT, XU T = TINARBIOBRFEE K S T DL ERE L
(Wheeling & Belmont, at 567.) Z & TRV T\ b EBbhd, FEFIZZONRTY v
7+ Za—FrAZONnTo THERIE L KIS HEICESSEADHFHED
EENE, AT 4 v T & T B AR Z LA TR 2 D IRBUSBT 5
FhE 7R BB T2 L BT 5, 2], Ann Woolhandler & Caleb Nelson, Does Histo-
ry Defeat Standing Doctrine? 102 Mich. L. Rev. 689(2004), at 701-702.
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Massachusetts v. EPA% O O HFRHEO TS (i)

O LT, N, MEE EOFIZROREIZEE S TROGE 2 = RIS R
WHZ LIRS ML ABETH -7 14,

2. EXHEMRE

(a) parens patriaesFHEDFHELE

19MAE A2 U T, Mg, MEMFIEE, FHENFIEICHET 22, —k
UPERIRIE & L CHIESIL LGS, MBS 09z oW CHREHIFT & v
TV UL, In re DebsiZ L~ T, HFBF P HITTHRAR#ET D
DAL T 4 7T DL ML OES SN oi, M
HMERERET D72 DICHFRT 2 Z & AM191R KD 5 20 i HIBEIZ 23T C
IhE > T 18,

(14) 7272, ZORROMNPEMEHFTOTERELFNCTE LI L i, X4 T 47
FROAHNOHAL LS ETHDITHETHHE NI DTG BRI ETHD,
FDFF12 TR~z L 91L, Z 2 CoEMEREKITTEY « n— LOFFRERITM A
o TVDHEI DAL THoTZ, LWVIH ZENFERRMRHEHTHLAS, B
Steven L. Winter, The Metaphor of Standing and the Problem of Self—Gover—
nance, 40 Stan. L. Rev. 1371(1988), at 1396. AfulL, BURDOA L T 4 v T
DU MR T 4 TIELZRATHZ LI LR oT, A2 UT v 7imodH
DHIXZHFMHAEIND, EVWIHINMEL TN D,

(15) Rhode Island v. Massachusetts,37 U.S. 657(1838). EiLELEHE SIZH LM
ZDEA T DOEREIE L THIHN O G OmIRECH T O E A TLE LT,
e.g. FEDERALIST PAPERS, No. 80. = Z Ti%%i@%%é@?&kbfﬁ“
DIEE STz, Z OB, 20HFRIEHOMN O UE TR & 3F 2 7o F £
LiIFLIEAWs S,

(16) BUBRZENFRLE LT, INBIFRT Y 7 4 — R A v MEFaR 28R H i 208 U T T
B E LT, EiERmEBICHEEINTZ L DIZ, Wisconsin v. Pelican Ins. Co., 127
U.S. 265 (1888) b5, /LA ?T%Jllmﬁ’ BN, TRV UEIC
%ﬂ?’ﬁﬁ%%@a‘% EN L0, Ytttz v o Aar v Maidebt (@fi%a‘%

AREL) 1C ct of;.ﬁ‘zt%%‘%f%éo TITE, YT 4 Aoy NEIC L A
FHEIRE SN D REENEIIAEMNICEIHZED HIETH Y, FANREENGE
RER Lo TN e Sz, 29 LW & ZMNENERRITIE Z O
EEBEBFDBOBATIT) L LTWEELTY, IR E LT,

(17) In re Debs, 158 U.S. 564 (1895), at 583-585.

18) Zofinm > 5, MBMNBAZREEE LT Yy s varaRkbbliic
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Z Z TlEMassachusetts v. EPAIZBWTEESIH S T2 Georgia v.
Tennessee Copper Co. 9% R Tk, ¥Va—UTIMMRT R —Mi Z)Eﬁﬁ:
FTOWESEDNH TR AL > TEIN TS & EEL GEE

WCHRLIZFRTH D, 2T, G Ll & oBfR%, wmﬁt@%
RO ENZHF->TEITNE D, £ TiEZeW), &) Z & %Holmes#k

HERETRONERD, Mo HEEHENZRERK] (FRagEE, UTRLC,)

LLTO, MAORGR BT 2R MR LT Y, [Tius, M
ORI LKA SN 1,
TORSOREL LT, UFOL)ICREL TN S, [HERY s~

TINEEATUT O T TREITIE U D & BRRERIZ 72 D KED bk & Al H

oo ZEUE, HiEEE LR () 104U T TR L2y, Thelfr L, Nk
JIIﬁ\L@ﬂ)\’Pﬁﬂ Nt e LTT 2370 w7 v = a—r AOFRIT OV THA
M &2 W5 X 912727, Louisiana v. Texas,176 U.S. 1 (1900) ({H.L{#iT
BV, o, NT VT Za—F U ADFERETIERN, FE R LD ET)
Missouri v. Illinois, 180 U.S. 208 (1901); Kansas v. Colorad,185 U.S. 125 (1902);
New York v. New Jersy, 256 U.S. 296 (1921) 72 &, A5 TIIIN &I & ¥4
TRSHITINZNC &> THIES NI DV ICKEE 5 25 &0 ) MBS F ORI A
SNTERHM IR S TW5b, £72, parens patriaellPdd D aFiaD% < 13 A
VX a il L AREERDD LD TH DN, Georgia v. Pennsylvania
Ra)w4Usmqu9i/a—VTM@WF%%wwoo% FIEHETH
D HEEHENFSICE SO THIFL TS Z L2 EHE LoD, EERERHEOT
DOHMEFEDTND, parens patriaedfis OB OLED FR ATV v 7« =a—H
X*ﬁua)%ﬂ)f%ot ETE, MAFRZ DR ZORKFITA Vv vay
LEhaRETHY, Ei%@ﬁﬂ Lo RETEARANVETTHD, DRI
parens patirae=/37"1 v 7 « =a—H AL W BLENSEER L-FEHOBE D
ThY, RELOFEKRD—>EH BN D, Thomas J. Merrill, Is Public Nuisance a
Tort?, 4 Journal of Tort Law 1 (2011), at 11-12, fn.41. 7272 L7V v 7 « =2 —
B ZADFHE BV TARMERIRFARIMERIOER CTH L Z LR RSN L 2 L3 d
Do ZHUTTI AT 4 FHTTHEREMEAITET 2ICHT20, FAHERI O Tl
I TE R, EEBZLNTWEDTH S, Flzi, Attorney General v.
Railroad Companies, 35 Wis. 425 (1874).
(19) Georgia v. Tennessee Copper Co., 206 U.S. 230 (1907).
(20) Id. at 237.

-43(195)—



Massachusetts v. EPA% OM O HFRHEO . (JRi%)

LTWADIEHRESHARY, £/, 29 LRI U LIZRICEIZN T
EL Y a— VT DI 2 LT K EETE R, GELC
LT, RKIEYL ZDOBEROFERSIFBECHAL TS, FEICHR T LD
ET DRI ZDOFFRBIC L o TEETIT L, FHLOEBIC L >, Fil
HAE, BEEICE TIEODRWIC LTS, JREMNOD 72 ) OO
CEEMICEEEZ 525 UIENP LT O NWD, ZH5LT, Ya—UTI
R EZHE SN TN D,

ZOHIRIZHENT, INOHEFHERRFIGE &V D O, MR BN L7
FREE LTBIESNTWD ZE 2R L THEL, T2bbhR &b UF
i, MR L0, INROFREDOMARFRE & LTTIERL, MEFD
FRELZFRL TS L LTHIES TS, BIROERTIE, 2oL
TV a—V T MOMNROFIRZRELZREST 2D TERL, Ya—y7MA
KOFRMEE LRI Sh TRy, EEbhb, Lnl, Ya—o7
INROFEFSREDOAREMIZOVTH FRICERNH H K I ITEHLIC
TEbND,

(b) EHBAFZEHEFIZHRZ S LDOHIRE

Z 9 L CiEIMidparens patiraedfid CRRATWDDS, I 9\ o TZ3FFAD
WD —D1X, FAAPMUINETFZ D DOMEE+FIZEL > THEECTH -T2
TEREFLNLES @, UL, MLIFZD I EBHRARVIRFR N,
FNDHEIBUF & F OB TH D, M Dparens  patriaelZF5 < HFFHEE K
ELHIBRT DB I L > THHSND DD, Massachusetts v. Mellon® T&
%, Massachusetts v. EPAD ZDHREDT 4 AT 4 V7 A v aZ B
L7z,

1) Id. at 238-239.

(22) HFMESL, AiEES, 206H; Comment, Federal Jurisdiction:State Parens
Patriae Standing in Suits Against Federal Agencies, 1 Minn. L. Rev. 691
(1977), at 693.

(23) Massachusetts v. Mellon, 262 U.S. 447 (1923).
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Massachusetts v. EPA% DN O HFRHEDOHE (i)

WMEEEMellonloxtd 5~ 2 —+t& v VM OFFFA & Frothingham X
NAMBEEZHFZT- LD THD (Frothingham v. Mellon!XHALH)78 2
BT 4 v TRERDRMOF E LTHEZ B TE72®), Maternity Act/’
HE S, HIRENATERERE & 03 19 %, INATERERRI T E A ER L,
RHEG LG A EB RSP E S D, v F 2 —F v VL, ZOE#R
P, FENICHHAIC BT DMERZE S bOTH D LFAFHS, vV Fa—t
v IND KD IRPEFEDHEATIINIAFNIME &, MEOFREZET D LD
HLDOTHD, v Fa—F v VMNOERL EEHFRIESISED(OLD

TR ) IZBI3 2 6 D) &, parens patriaelZ 5 D ERH DM,
I TIEHBEOHREN L, FHENFISICBET 5523 H iz b0 5,

LN, parens patriaesfidts &> T, BEROM|EEDIER D HEAH R
EAFHENE FEOFRREZRET 5 2 L 2RO TUIR L 20, ML, —EDR
WO TTI, TOTMRERETDHIOICHFTHHERER L TWNDHH, #
FRBUF & OBIRIZIB W TINDOHER 2 =2 7 4 — AT HHERIFE 2 H LT
2\, ZOREK T, parens patriaedFidiZBVT, RET DO
BRI, TRENRET2OEHER TH- TNTIERY, Tbb, HiRAE
DO EED  RFAEFBA RO 2T UL B 720 DITEH Th - TN T
Foln @)

PN R OFGE % 5§ 5 72 DB IR E L O Wesh % 3R d TEIMILEEFFZ D
Z B ZOFEMFIRIIZZEIEL TS, LT LY ZOHROHELH
FHHEFHANTERWE S IcBbhv g, A2 B fRINCET 5, EED
AMER RIS, HEAERE DA LEA SN AR CHIUDEMTTR E L
TOMEEFT 2 LS, oL, BIRENMAET 22 L2 AKICE > T—
AN N 2 ARG 520, T E BT 2 72O OB AT AR

(24) Flast v. Cohen, 392 U.S. 83 (1968), at 91; FE\ZiZFairchild v. Hughes, 258
U.S. 126 (1922) DIF 95 BETH 5, LI LIZHWT, Steven L. Winter, Hi#gzt14,
at 1375-1376.

@5) Massachusetts v. Mellon, at 485-486.
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ROTHIE, FHUDNTEE LTOMKIZBIT 25K TH A5, OHIZ
Massachusetts v. EPAIZBNT, KHRLEDT 4 AT 4T A viai
WL 7oy, TOHFMTEZ LN TND B

(c) parens patriaesRED R A VT 4 VT M~DEE— “EFIENTIR

RESHRDBBED D, SHDOINDAZ 7 4 v 7 OMFEEEZBEL T
LY CcH D, Alfred Snapp v. Puerto Rico® Z#EN L &5, £Z T
T b 3 (HEN) OTR G2, NERICE T, ZRIHICED fbh
T, ZdE&IZ, Wagner-Peyserii R N952FE OB Rimfbik & %D
TAHANCER LTS E LTT =V b Y aNAFF 272, FAHAICIE
EMEITRMEED 1T XTOEKD 58RO I@EIC, A, Alof,
EEE, v, BRECELL TN TWRTIER LT, R Ehre
% LEROONDEE S HEAOFBME AN TWRITIZ R B &
Rl L CWD, Fe, [ENENORMEICE D, HERIrEE T 2EH
FARIA R &b, BHAEANTEEICH LHTWD, EEm UL
ELTWD, I I DH Y O HELE &R UL T 2 A EF IR L
HAREZR 620 L LT, FERIC, EREISNEAGBEICENSh
RN LD R HRHIIR A EN BB IR L Clde b2 @)

EEBRIIT TN M) aDRAZ T 4 o 7 R0 T, & 2 TIEAROR
D HID THEER, M OFEER O L 2 2RO HE{T> TV D
DTRTHEI,

PUPAEES, E%@Ké@ﬂﬁ%ﬁbﬁw/ TR EFITHE e
FTHUX, ZOEEIIIMiIparens patriaedfia® K7 NY DR TAH
T4 TEALR, LA, Midparens patriaedfis® FTOAL VT

(26) Massachusetts v. EPA, at 520 fn 17.

@7 Alfred L. Snapp & Son, Inc. v. Puerto Rico ex rel. Barez, 458 U.S. 592(1982)
(hereinafter Snapp). FUC B 7= v Rkt (8) iR ZBM L1=,

(28) Snapp, at 596.
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Massachusetts v. EPA% DN O HFRHEDOHE (i)

TEARTDHIOITIE, “VEEHER” it & MR N TE b OITkT 2
EE%I%L&Tni&%&w,;ﬁﬁAi%ﬂ Tt L CHiD IEfE 7R
ERHEGZ DI EDRWFENENIBEN CH S, TOMWEITBZELSZh%
M BRTEDIENOFIIE L HEL, 2O T IV —ICYTITED LESR
BN SN TE RS A2 2 & Tl L<SEIETX 5,

STZOOFHEMFIE N HICRFE CTE 5, I, MLy R E
BENIZI T DA & IEAITKET 2 FHERMEROATE— Z Uik (RFETH
FHIETHID ZHIE L Ty 7+ — AT DR AT, FH IS, oM
NEDOEKROER—1H o & b LIZ LIE Z GO ESEOHERE & 7K
THbH, ) ®

TLLZ2 B0 HDINPIEET DS DODOT TR EHMIMEKICE S D
TIERV, ZOOFEOIETFHENFREN XIS D, FH—IZ, thoT vy
T— g URRMERD X 912, M= D b OEkEx OMERNRIRE AT D
LOTHD, (M) FIZ, ML, BExOBEBOREDIL, HHFYEE
@ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁb;b&?éﬁ%bh&m,bﬁ%ﬂ BV CHEMN Y
FEDOIZDIETFITE D LIRS A ERT 2000 LivZavy, FLEYFHE OF|
WIXA ST E R ERICR O T MRS TR <, BUTIN A Z OER E
BT 5705 &\ o TEHEMFIZRIZ 22 2 DU Cldewv, &9 LRI T
M 54 BRI 4 EE TH D,

EEHOFSIZ N OO o0 e bR s, WERHENFIZRIL, TH
AR & B MPERIRIZE & BINA /7 2 e s & L CEBITT D RAAOF
bR, WEEHEAFIRITINSZE DO NRDOEEIZOWTHT DRI

Wb, T LTUAICERLENTZHDTHLI0 D, ZOBESITEE
EE ROAR T 4 T OEFEEMZHIITIHEVITHFERE LT DR
Nd 5, MEEHEFRIRIIN & & OMICEBRORGEETIZ 5
WZEARH 722 b O TRITITZR S0, Z OB OB S 13{H %« DG K
W22 LItk o TORMED D, | 60

(29) Id. at 600-601.
(30) Id. at 601-602.

—-47(199)—



Massachusetts v. EPA% OM O HFRHEO . (JRi%)

TS E ORI Y FH OFIE D & BEL TR —— Y EMEAIR 25 2 2 X
fELRT IR b2, ZOEMMUITERZ L ORBORELN, wiE
RERNER S, FIUMET 2FEEORER 2 Y A b HIRIIRT Z &
MTERVDE, —EOMKITIHEVICHLHALNTH DL, T bOMERITT
OO T TV —IZFNT D, FH I, MEZOER R OME L E
i—*ﬁ%%f%ﬂ%ﬁ%f&ﬂ—*;waﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁéo%
A, MNFER S AT DO NEHTTE O Y IRO M & ZERIHIZ TS E S AL72 0
MisaHT %,

I EEILIZNE TS, F2OLNDITAICL > TREICEES A
bW AROEIGIZET EHA L LERBRBRZ/HINTZ o
7o %ET%‘E@{E})\@ER@%I CRTHIREUEO S ORFERI AR
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(32) Massachusetts v. Mellon, at 479.
(33) Massachusetts v. Mellon, at 482-483.
(39) New York v. United States, 505 U.S. 144 (1992).
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D FTOHBHLD B ORI R AT AP ERH D 7= 0 OFAITHIE DL T A
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Dame L. Rev. 2015 (2019), at 2028-2029.
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(36) Massachusetts v. EPA, at 518.
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